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*
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Submitted July 24, 2006**  

Before: ALARCÓN, HAWKINS and THOMAS, Circuit Judges.

Washington state prisoner Michael Eugene Ashby appeals pro se from the

district court’s judgment denying his 28 U.S.C. § 2254 petition challenging the

constitutionality of a prison disciplinary hearing resulting in the loss of 540 days
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of good time credits.  We have jurisdiction pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 2253. 

Reviewing de novo, see Lott v. Mueller, 304 F.3d 918, 922 (9th Cir. 2002), we

vacate and remand.  

Upon review of the record, we conclude that the district court, adopting the

magistrate’s findings and recommendations, never addressed Ashby’s due process

claim regarding the presentation of staff witnesses. Accordingly, we vacate the

judgment and remand for the district court to rule on this claim.  

VACATED and REMANDED.


